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CORRESPONDENCE. 


EXISTENCE OF JESUS CHRIST. 


Mr. Hovston,—I observed some time ago a controversy in the Cor- 
respondent, turning on the fact that an ancient author, PhiloJudes, who 
‘was cotemporary with Jesus Christ, and who writes on the affairs of the 
Jews during the period when Christ was supposed to have lived, makes 
no mention of Christ, Christians, or Christianity. Some parson or other, 
with the usual effrontery and ignorance of that class of men, denied that 
Philo, the Jew, referred to by “ A Lover of Truth,” was the author com- 
monly known amongst the learned by the appellation of Philo Judes. 

I have now before me a folio volume printed at paris 1552, at the 
press of Adrian Turneby, entitled #1AQNOxz 10YAAI0Y exs ra ry MQTELE Ke, 
Philonis Judes in Libros Mosis. 

De mundi Opificio. 

Historicos. 

De Legibus. 

Ejusdem libri singulares. 

In the chapter sep: rs tara orvdacov civat eevOcpov, in Which he mentions the 
Essei (page 600) who were the contemplative and philosophical class 
amongst the Jews, he makes no mention of Christ, or Christians, or Chris- 
tianity, although that liar and forger Eusebius, in his preface, considers 
them as Christians. 

Philo Judeus (pages 668, 669, and 698 to 698) speaks of the state 
of the Jews and their afflictions under Augustus, Tiberius, and Caius ; 
the very period embracing the whole extent of Christ’s life ; but not a 
word of Christ. Let the clergy explain this if they can. Philo Judeus 
was a learned man, and a public functionary (Agent for the Jews) at 
the time. 

By the way, the oft-cited passage about the Christians in Pliny, the 
younger, is universally rejected by the best German critics as a forgery 
——being found in one manuscript only, and in no other. 

Anotuer Lover or Truta. 
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WATSON REFUTED. 


LETTER VII. 


You pass on to Judges. It requires neither great knowledge nor in- 
genuity to discover that this book is an unconnected farrago put togeth- 
er by some unknown person. You do not attempt to say any thing in 
its favor. Sad falling off from the paths of faith! Formerly it would 
have been a heresy to assert that Judges was a book of no authority ; 
now, even a Bishop has nothing to say in its defence. You then pro- 
ceed to Ruth, and endeavor to blot out the apparent infamy of her con- 
duct. With what success, I leave the reader to judge, after he has pe- 
rused her history. Next follow your subtle distinctions between the in- 
spired and non-inspired part of the bible, which may be very intelligible 
to an inspired Bishop, but cannot fail to appear a mere dream to a man 
in his senses. Notwithstanding Austin and your- other brethren, this 
distinction rests upon nothing but fancy. Your request is very moderate. 
** Receive the bible,” you say, ‘* as composed by upright, and well-in- 
formed, though in some points fallible men, (for I exclude all fallibility 
when they profess to deliver the word of God), and you must receive it 
as a book revealed to you in many parts by the express will of God, and 
in other parts, relating to you the ordinary history of the times.’’ Bravo ! 
A Catholic is as reasonable in his demands. He only asks a little cre- 
dulity to believe the inspired when they profess to beso. It is truly a 
childish request ; begging the question at every word. To believe the 
bible to be inspired is the grand point. The reasoning you employ is 
in perfect consonance with the absurdity of your wishes. You disbe- 
lieve a history if you find it inconsistent, but revere it and swear by the 
author, if he wrote by inspiration. Swedenburgh could not wish more 
faith in his adherents. You say receive it, as the inquisitors said impri- 
mature. But philosophers weigh the ground of their belief; they de- 
tect the bible writers, prophets and inspired men, in palpable contradic- 
tions in history; and you will obstinately insist on our believing the most 
improbable of all their stories, because their absurdity persuades the 
faithful that they were revealed by their God in dreams. 

You have acknowledged yourself, in a subsequent letter, that the 
history and mystery of the bible are so interwoven, that if one falls 
the other cannot be maintained. Why did God mingle his important 
and sublime precepts with such ridiculous trash, so as to induce mankind 
to disbelieve them both ? Suppose I should meet a peasant coming froma 
fair, pretending he had seen the king with his guards, and if E should find 
this to be untrue, would I not deserve to be laughed at if I credited that 
he had wrestled with ‘a spirit, or that he was carried up to heaven? This, 
however, is the case with the bible. Here we are told that the sun stood 
still to protract the bloodshed of that villain Joshua, while in another place 
we read that a city was taken 370 years before that event. Your vaunted 
prophets were soothsayers, psalmists, and orators, who were generally 
employed in writing the public records. Itis a word applied in the bi- 
ble to holy men. These prophets, like the augurs of the heathen, were 
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often detected in falsehoods, and, in the time of Samuel, it would ap- 
pear, by the bible itself, that to raise ghosts was a trade as common as 
that of tailors in our days. 

You now come to Samuel. You are candid enough to acknowledge 
with Hartley, that he could not have been the author of the second book, 
nor of most of the first that goes under his name ; yet this has been the 
opinion of the church; and I know of no direct proofs that he wrote the 
remainder: by what logic do you or Hartley conclude, that Samuel wrote 
any part of the books ascribed to him? An author is proved not to have 
written most part of a work ascribed to him. Who then would, without 
direct proofs, proclaim him the writer of some small passage, or any par- 
ticular part of the work? Who but a clergyman would build a system 
upon a mutilated, spurious, and insignificant collection of absurdities 
and wonders? Itis, I allow, probable that Samuel wrote something: 
your quotations prove no more; but what this was, we are, I presume, 
equally unacquainted with. 'That the scribes also composed some re- 
cords of the lives of their kings, I will not deny. ‘The question is, 
what degree of credit does the mutilated, contradictory, and fabulous 
collection, said to be made out of these records, deserve ? 

In the time of Charles the Great, some persons probably recorded his 

actions. Is this areason for any man to believe the fabulous legends we 
have of him written in the dark centuries? The legends of the Egyp- 
tian and Greek gods, and their collection of oracles, were not only 
credited by whole nations, but proclaimed true by councils much wiser 
than the synagogue. The records of the saints were undoubtedly made 
few years after their death, in ages far more enlightened, after the inven- 
tion of the press, written by the then most learned men of society, (the 
monks), who certainly were not inferior to the Jewish scribes; yet these 
legends contain often nothing but collections of absurdities and miracles. 
Read the Flores Sanctorum of the Romish church, and you there will 
find miracles in every page, and the lives of saints a tissue of prodigies. 
J need not add, that very few learned men among the Papists give cre- 
dit to the absurdities contained in these books. It is even the opinion of 
the best informed men, that the monks have written lives of saints who 
never existed. 

You acknowledge the wickedness of the kings of Israel and Judah ; 
but you take care to observe, that this was not owing to their religion. Im- 
pertinent assertion! Was not Saul dethroned because he was humane 
enough not to cut Agag in pieces? Did not the Lord Jehovah love the 
man after his own heart, who put the miserable inhabitants of Rabah 
under saws, axes, and harrows of iron; who made them pass through the 
brick-kiln 2? Did not this Jehovah approve the base murder of Adonias ? 
Was it the same Jehovah who said to Jonah, that he was not so unjust 
as to sacrifice the whole city of Nineveh for their sins, because there were 
thousands in it who did not know between good and evil; and who yet, 
the Jews tell us, commanded the extermination of whole nations, with- 
out even sparing the little children? Did not the plagues which he sent 
to Pharaoh and David fall upon thousands of innocent individuals? At 
least, do not the Jewish books affirm it? Such horrors could only be 
respected by the Jews ; such absurd miracles could only be credited by 
the most ignorant of men. 
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You pretend, that the partiality of God to the Jews proceeded from 
their being the only nation that believed in the unity of God, and who 
have preserved their belief on this head unshaken till the present day. 
Are you in earnest; can you assert this before men of common informa- 
tion? Do you take Englishmen for idiots to be deceived by your asser- 
tions? Are you ignorant of the adoration of the Ethiopians? Do you 
forget that the wise men among the heathens said Colitur forma pro 
Jove? Did you never peruse any account of the Chinese, or of the Hin- 
doos? Do they not admit one supreme agent, an all-wise, intelligent, 
&c. being, and whose inferior agents they represent by symbols? ‘The 
Hindoos have even all the metaphysical refinement of our divines; and 
their definition of God is fully as perspicuous as that given in our Cate- 
chism. I have avoided to give long extracts in this pamphlet ; but, that 
the authority of an English Bishop may not be a presumption to many 
that lam making false assertions, I shall transcribe a passage from a 
commentary upon the Reig Beid, a book unquestionably of the remotest 
antiquity. ‘* Glory be to Goneish! that which is exempt from all desires 
of the senses, the same is the mighty Lord. He is simple, and than him 
there is nothing greater. Brehm, (the spirit of God), is absorbed in self- 
contemplation ; the same is‘the mighty Lord who is present in every 
part of space. Brehm is one, and to him there is no second ; such is 
truly Brehm. His omniscence is self-inspired, and tts comprehension 
includes all possible species,” &c. It is true, we are not here told that 
God is a jealous God, that he visiteth the iniquities of the father even un- 
to the fourth generation. I could adduce fifty passages from the Greeks 
and others to prove my position, but it is needless. ‘The point is still to 
know whether these notions make men better; whether they are founded 
on truth ; and, indeed, whether all gods are not the work of the fancy of 
man—nature allegorised. Primus in orbe deos fecit timor, says the phi- 
losopher ; can you disprove it? I[ suspect not, and that all the subtle 
reasonings of divines destroy themselves. The world is the ultimate of 
human reason. We adore the idols either of our hands or of the brain, 
and mistake them for existences. The region of chimeras exists beyond 
the universe ; our prattling upon it is but a play of words. Jehovah him- 
self when he said, “I am that I am,” called himself pretty plainly Pan, 
or the great whole. 

But if the unity of God be the only gracious belief in the eyes of the 
Creator, I do not see that Christians are entitled to his favour, because 
they make him three. What was the belief of the Jews? Had they any 
very refined ideas of their God ? 'They thought him corporeal, incessantly 
speaking and moving amongst men, jealous, revengeful, powerful, whose 
angels ate with Abraham, who himself strove to kill Moses in a public 
house; they imagined him repenting of his deeds ; and, in all respects, a 
poor, contemptible being, the offspring of Jewish fancy. He is through- 
out the Bible an Asiatic Sultan, who, like the merciful God of Mahom- 
et, puts to the sword, and smites with plagues thousands, as a tribute to 
his infinite mercy. I refer the reader to the collection of extracts from the 
Bible, in a subsequent letter, for proofs of my assertions. The Jews ad- 
mitted, besides other gods, such as Chemosh, several beings subordinate 
to God, but superior to man, as the serpent which tempted the mother of 
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mankind. ‘They had exterminating angels and cherubims, the Elohim 
er Genii that made the world, &c. But why dwell upon such topics, 
when itis evident that all the Jewish mythology is of Chaldean origin, 
and our theology a copy of that of Plato? 

You proceed in your attempt to reconcile the justice of God with his 
goodness, and in the height of your reverie, you imagine that the suffer- 
ings of the Jews were parts of a grand scheme for the general good or 
mankind. What, and when are we too see the good effects of their bar- 
barities? We may see reason counteracting the evil of superstition, 
rendering men humane; but I apprehend, that, if your reasoning 
was generally adopted, every highwayman would be much inclined to 
think himself sent by providence for good and wise purposes ; and if 
chance should bring about a happy event at the end of his career, which 
he thought the consequence of his deeds, he would triumph in his crimes, 
and, like Moor in the Robbers, exclaim, “ If for ten I have destroyed, 
you make but one man blest, my soul may yet be saved!” This has been 
the language of persecutors. They destroy mankind to make them hap- 
py in the next world—tortures, burning, and beheading, are but purifica- 
tions. The worst is, that the famous divine scheme of general good, 
has never been one jot more advanced than when the Jews were endur- 
ing the greatest calamities, and committing atrocities. I count not the 
effects of reason, for faith is alone the godly faculty ; reason destroys it. 
I close my observations upon this subject with repeating the old ques- 
tion of Epicurus, which your brethren have as yet left unanswered : either 
God can prevent evil and does not choose it,or hec hooses it,and wants pow- 
er to avert calamities from his creatures. In the first instance, he is a male- 
volent despot, a character we ought to abhor: in the second we see him 
an impotent and secondary being, which raises our contempt.—Re- 
concile this with his infinite power, wisdom, and goodness, and shew us 
that he is not formed after the image of man ; or else let unbelievers hold 
their opinions in peace. ee katt \ 





TO MR. WALTER BALFOUR, Cuar.estown, Mass. 


Author of Three Essays, on the Intermediate State of the Dead, the 
Resurrection, &c. 


Sir—To be capable of properly holding an argument with a man pos- 
sessed of your literary talents, is a qualification to which I do not aspire. 
Yet as no one has appeared to reply to your remarks addressed to deists, 
I shall now attempt it. 

As to incredulity—I am of the opinion that there is more danger of 
believing too much in religious affairs, than too little, especially of nurs- 
ery notions. ‘ Ignorance is preferable to error, and he is less remote 
from the truth who believes nothing, than he who believes what is wrong.” 
—Jefferson’s Notes on Virginia, page 46. 

You assert, ‘“* most deists believe in a future state of existence,” and 
that you are “ aware that there are mortal and immortal Deists.”— 
Now, as I choose the ground of the former denomination (for want of 
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evidence on the other side) it does not belong to me to answer to the ar- 
guments used by you against immortal Deists, such as you address. De- 
ists are, however, to be found, who believe in the existence of the soul af- 
ter death, for the simple reason that, like most Christians, they cannot 
conceive of a soul’s dymg; of course they have no other alternative. I 
should not be surprised if a large majority of immortalists, (they may be 
Christians, Deists, Mahomedans or Pagans) should claim this as at least 
one strong reason of their belief. 

Page 217th, line 4th, “a Deist has but one of two things to choose on 
this subject. First, to renounce all hope of existence after death.” I 
would here remark that the word hope is, in its meaning, compounded 
of the words desire and expect. Nowa man may desire a thing without 
expecting it, or expect a thing without desiring it. For-myself, I desire 
never to meet death, either of soulor body ; yet I have reason to expect 
the death of both. Jt is nothing uncommon for people unreasonably to 
expect or hope for a thing that they wish for. 

You then say, ‘* should he choose this (a renunciation of a hope of ex- 
istence after death) then he is consistent with himself im denying the 
necessity of any divine revelation.”” 1 must now pass on to page 218, 
line 12, because you had not done with your examination of the grounds 
of the immortal deists. ‘‘ I can see no other alternative left you, but eith- 
er boldly to affirm that there is no future existence, or believe in divine 
revelation,” (sad alternative, to be sure.) ‘ To be without hope, and 
without God, or Atheists in the world, go together in scripture, Ephesians 
ii, 12, and they go together on the principles -of reason snd common 
sense.”’ 

The following ideas appear to be involved in this statement ; viz :— 
Ist, if aman believes in a God which will ultimately destroy the individ- 
uals of his race ; or, 2d,if he does not believe in a God which will 
grant to him his desires ; in either of these cases he is destitute of com- 
mon sense. On the text quoted Eph. i, 12,common sense among 
Christians has put on the words, “* no hope, and without God, &c.”’ va- 
rious constructions ; each sect thinks it has the best hope, different sects 
in fact hoping for different things. Paul prays in the next chapter 
verse 19, that the saints may be able to know the love of Christ which 
passeth knowledge. 

I now wish Mr. B. to inform me how it follows on the principles of 
reason and common sense (no scripture here) that a man by being with- 
out expectation of a future existence, is of necessity an Atheist? Your 
comparison of Deists and Saducees goes to prove nothing against mortal 
Deists, for which reason I pass it over, to page 219.“ Were I to reject 
divine revelation, I should not, like you, stop at the half way house of 
deism and patch up a creed from heathenism and the bible after having 
rejected it. No,I should become an Atheist, and at least have the mer- 
it of consistency. But you believe in the unity of God and profess great 
admiration of his almighty power and wisdom in creating the Universe, 
But who informed you that one God created the Universe, or that it 
was ever created ?” 

I answer, that I do not believe, as matter, that it was ever created, 
but existed as such from eternity. I believe this matter has been put in- 
to such various dispositions as it was susceptible of by the wisdom or 
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power (which you please) of an almighty agency to us incomprehensi- 
ble. I believe that there is as much asone God, from the abundant evi- 
dence in the art or design displayed throughout all nature. That there are 
more than one God, i do not believe, for want of evidence. Ifone God 
is almighty, as he must be, to be a God, then more than one are supe>- 
fluous. It will be time enough for me to believe in no god, or in a plu- 
rality of Gods, when these doctrines are proved ; and then I will do it, 
but not before. It does not belong to any man to say that almighty 
power is susceptible of numeration ; as are the individuals of the human 
race. 

You say, page 220, “It is useless for you to urge, that the unity of 
God, his almighty power, wisdom and goodness are scen from the uni- 
verse he created. All these were as manifest in ancient times to the hea- 
then, as they now are to you, yet polytheism abounded.* Why then did 
they not make the discovery that there is but one God, and that he crea- 
ted the Universe ?’”’ I answer that the almighty power, &c. of God were 
in ancient times and are now properly manifested only to those who 
study, reflect, and duly consider of them philosophically ; and to such 
the belief of one God has generally followed as a matter of course. Poly- 
theism has abounded chiefly amongst those who either were not philoso- 
phers, or were something more ;_ they might be prophets, priests, kings, 
or slaves; and might be influenced in their belief by their wishes or 
hopes. The belief in one God was held by Cicero, Plutarch, Socrates, 
and others, who were called heathens ; (but now more properly, deists) 
witness the following quotations, though | cannot vouch for the correct- 
ness of their translation, any more than I can for that of the bible. - 

** The regularity of the motions and revolutions of the sun, the moon, 
and numberless stars ; with the distinction, variety, beauty and order of 
celestial objects ; the slightest observation of which seems sufficient to 
convince every beholder that they cannot be the effect of chance ; these 
afford a proof of a deity which seems irrefragable.”” Again, *‘ It is only 
our being accustomed to the continual view of these glorious objects 
that prevents our admiring them, and endeavoring to come to right con- 
clusions concerning the author of them ; as if novelty were a better rea- 
son for exciting our enquiries than beauty and magnificence.’ Cicero. 

** Asthe sun and moon, heaven, earth and sea are common to all men, 
but have different names according to the difference of nations and lan- 
guages; in like manner, though there is but one deity, and one Provi- 
dence which governs the universe, and which has several subaltern 
ministers under it, men give to this Deity which is the same, different 
names, and pay it different honors, according to the laws and customs 
of every country.” — Plutarch. 

The following is a quotation from a “ History of the Heathen Gods, 
by William Sheldon, F. A. 8.” and may be found in the introduction. 





* Will Mr Belfour pretend to say that Polytheism does not abound now ? In spite 
of all that philosophers & preachers holdforth, the christian would have in his waytour 
Gods, towhom they give the following names, which I successively insert accordingto 
the power they are supposed to have over the actions of mankind,to wit ; Beelzgbub, 
The Father, The Son, The Holy Ghost. The inferior deities are angels, saints, a 
dove, aserpent, cherubims, &c. Certainly this looks a little like Polytheism. 
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** People of week minds, and of little learning, who have tasted the Pie- 
rian spring, but.not drank deep at it, when they read an account of the 
heathen Gods and Goddesses, and of the images dedicated to them, and 
hear that the heathens were idolaters or worshipers of images, give cre- 
dit to those stories, without any farther enquiry or trouble. It may not, 
therefore, be unnecessary to inform persons of this description, that 
the people of allthe nations which ever existed under heaven, have be- 
lieved that there existed one God, who is almighty, and the maker of all 
things. But there have been people who believed also,in inferior or subor- 
dinate Gods, who were agents or mediators between God and man; and 
who were employed in carrying on the works of Providence, and of the 
creation or nature ; just as those who profess the Roman Catholic Reli- 
gion now believe in the power, agency and benificence of the different 
orders of angels, and of the saints, to whom they are in the habit of ad- 
dressing their prayers.” 

More might be quoted to the purpose, but I suppose that Mr. B. will 
now allow that the important “ discovery that there is but one God, and 
that he created the Universe” was made by those he calls heathen, in 
ancient times ; and that deists do not take or ask the credit he speaks of 
—that of being wiser than the wisest of them. 

Although we may have picked and “ patched up a creed” from senti- 
ments preconceived in other minds, yet we conceive we have as good a 
right as St. Paul or any other man to say, ‘ To us there is but one God 
_ the Father.” People are not in the habit of instituting patents for sen- 
timents ; so I think I have the right to adopt the sentiments of other 
men ; yes, even those of men pretending to inspiration, or renovation, if 
I please, though I may give the preference to others. I think I have as 
good a right to quote David’s words which I approve, as you have to 
quote those of Josephus, or any other historian, which has been done in 
support of what was called scripture testimony, or divine revelation. 

Psalm 19th, “* The heavens declare the glory of God, and the firma- 
ment sheweth his handywork. Day unto day uttereth speech, and night 
unto night sheweth knowledge. There is no speech or language where 
their voice is not heard.” All this I conceive as true, yes, as inspiration, 
but not any more true because David said so. What I consider as di- 
vine revelation, is the fruit or conclusion of unbiassed reason or judg- 
ment in all subject matters, and may be true or false—I know of no 
other. 

But, suppose for once that my opinion of the bible is false; and 
give me your opinion concerning John, iii, 36, ‘* He that believeth not 
on the son shall not see life; (everlasting) but the wrath of God abideth 
on him.” I want then, to know, Ist, whether I shall not see this everlast- 


ing life ; 2d, whether the wrath of God abideth on me. - What will be 
the effect of this wrath ; as, according to your scheme, I am to expect 
all my punishment in this life ; hitherto, [ have been prosperous and 
happy. Now the idea of being happy under the wrath of God, seems 
to me something like a paradox. The harshly threatening language of 
some parts of the bible but ill accords with your system ; and the coutra- 
dictions which that book incloses and involves ; its fictitious prophecies 
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(exposed by Paine); and the inutility of its pretended miracles, have in- 
duced in me a thorough disbelief of its peculiar revelations. 

I now think it my turn, Sir, to say to you, were J to recant from a be- 
lief in future rewards and punishments, “ I should not, like you, stop at 
the half-way house of’’ mortal universalism, ‘and patch up a creed 
from” the bible of the Roman Catholics, and from carnal reason, “ after 
having rejected” both.* ‘* No, 1 should become a” martal deist, and 
get rid of the sad doctrine of future retribution at once. You also “ believe 
in the unity of God ;” “* How can you be certain,” with your pretended 
written revelation, that only one God created the Universe, when that 
revelation makes him speak in the plural number Gen. xi, 7, Go to, 
let US go down, &c. 

You should give no credit to the researches of Copernicus, or any oth- 
er modern astromomers. Say you, Why ? Ans. Because they do not 
accord with Joshua’s and Isaiah’s miracles ; and because they savour 
somewhat of common sense ; and you know that common sense is not 
allowedto be used by christians generally, in bible matters ; see Ro- 
mans ix, 20, and Ist Cor. iii, 13. You cught to give due credit to the 
stories of the witchcraft at Salem, because they were attested by miracles ; 
for if you believe in one miracle you should also believe in all, in order 
to “* have the merit of consistency.” 

Since the days of the Arabici,t A. D. 207, the christian world 
has not been ‘ pestered” with many preachers who held forth un- 
conditional happiness in another world to murderers in this ; which is a 
doctrine calculated tomake a complete revolution in “ our holy religion,”’ 
as it stands counter to every other denomination of Christianity amongst 
us. You appear to have made some discovery in christianity yourselves : 
** Are you wiser now than all wise men among the” christian nations for 
1600 years back? “ It may be so, but we have (in our turn) a right to 
ask, how came you by your superior knowledge?” Is it not useless for 
you to urge that you found this doctrine in the bible ; a book which has 
been overhauled, commented upon, and explained by the christian church 
for such a stupendous lapse of time ; yet has the doctrine of infinite 
misery prevailed? Why then did not some pious father “ make the 
discovery that’? the doctrine of infinite misery is no where taught in 
the bible, till very lately ‘‘ but you take the credit of being” wiser than 
the wisest men of the whole christian church throughout the world, though 
you pretend to no wisdom but that derived from the same source. 

To conclude—whether deism be true or false ; the weapons by which 
christians usually assail it are not honorable to them. They too are guil- 
ty of misrepresentation. | How have they treated a useful and acknow- 
ledged patriot of the revolution, of the times that ‘ tried men’s souls ?” 
Answer, Christian ministers, yea, those who decry calumny, and consi- 
der those as liars who utter it, without sufficient proof ; these pious, godly 
ministers have, in the sacred pulpit, before large audiences, repeatedly 
from the same lips, boldly vilified the character of Tuomas Parner, in 
saying that he eloped with the wife of a friend, to whom he owed some 
obligations in France and came with her to the United States. [N. B. It 





* See Ist Cor. iii, 18. 
t See Hannah Adams’ work. 
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is here understood that it was done without the husband’s consent. Also, 
insinuating that he was afflicted with a loathsome disease (venereal !) 
with which he died, and that having spent his fortune he deceased in 
miserable want. ‘They have also stated, that he recanted his sentiments 
on his death bed. And aithough the falsity of the above calumny and 
recantation has been fully exposed, yet they dared to utter it. Two of 
these champions of truth may be found within ten miles of Bunker Hill ; 
and I would here advise them, as they cannot refute Mr. Paine, (though 
dead) to let his fame alone for the future. For what would any man’s 
character or recantations ayail in disproving deism or christianity either? 
As to disproving the resurrection of Christ—I beg to be excused at pre- 
sent on the ground of inexpediency. For, were I to do this, 1 should 
fear you would embrace the creed of an Atheist as being the most con- 
sistent. (Essays, page 219.) BENJ. BELL. 
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A LECTURE, 
DELIVERED AT THE FREE PRESS ASSOCIATION, 
On Liberality.—By a Member. 
Concluded from our last. 





A distinction is attempted to be made in favor of those who would 
check the progress of error, as they call it, by ecclesiastical penalties on- 
ly; and it well be contended that it is unjust to array against them preju- 
dices to which it is liable only when enforced by the civil arm. It may 
he conceded that neither the reasonings nor motives of these christians 
will justify them in injuring life, property, or personal liberties, let them 
*be ever so sincere ; and even should they be able to work themselves 
into the belief, that this could be right, but still that it will justify them 
in using ecclesiastical censures to injure us, and that our objections only 
‘hold against the harsh and cruel means sometimes employed in enforc- 
‘ing their religion. 

But, after all, this distinction is not of as much importance as is 
generally supposed. If we inquire into the manner in which religion 
‘has been enforced in different ages and countries, it will be found that its 
‘friends have always adopted the most decisive and energetic measures 
which the age or country would bear. So long as they dared to touch 
the life of the supposed misbeliever, they were satisfied with nothing 
short of his blood. |. When they no longer dared aim at this, they were 
obliged to content themselves with maiming his person, tearing out his 
tongue, cutting of his ears, or branding him on the forehead. As society 
became more refined, and scenes like these became more revolting and 
intolerable to public feeling, they found it necessary so far to relent, as 
to be satisfied with sending him into perpetual banishment, or immuring 
him in prisons and dungeons like a common felon. In the onward march 
of improvement, mankind came at length to have some faint knowledge 
of the rights of conscience ; and the religionists had to accommodate 
































H 
k 
@ 
i 


Cas Habit Ata 





a 





THE CORRESPONDENT. 207 


themselves to this farther change in public opinion ; and leaving un- 
touched the life and liberty of the supposed misbeliever, they were oblig- 
ed to content themselves with confiscating his property and mulcting 
him in heavy and ruinous fines. Society, and the human mind contin- 
ling to advance, it soon became necessary for them, in some countries, 
to give up this check on dissent, as they had the preceding, and their 
next plan was to compel uniformity by subjecting the offender to civil 
disabilities, and making him ineligible to any of the high offices, and in- 
capable of holding certain kinds of property, or of prosecuting his right- 
ful claims in a court of justice. At last even this expedient failed, leay- 
ing them no other possible resort but what are termed ecclesiastical cen- 
sures. ‘These consist in denouncing the offender as an apostate from 
Christianity—an infidel—and in doing every thing in their power, eith- 
er with or without the aid of the civil arm, to lessen his credit and influ- 
ence in society. 

While I admit, therefore, that a gradual improvement has been going 
on, I cannot give the credit of this improvement to those who have been 
disputing its progress inch by inch. I cannot give a man much credit 
for being better, if it can be shown that he is still as bad, as under ex- 
isting circumstances he dares be, or can be. If the friends of religion 
would take to themselves any credit for the milder means that are now 
employed to coerce uniformity, let them show, if they can, that they have 
adopted these milder measures any sooner or any farther than they have 
been compelled to adoptthem. But the fact is, these have arisen from 
improvements in civil government. 

It is frequently asserted, and much stress is laid upon it, that modern 
religionists do not avail themselves of the aid of the civil arm. But it 
should be considered that the true question is, not whether they avail 
themselves ofthe aid the civil arm, but whether their measures are not 
adapted to injure us in our civil relations. The injustice of former reli- 
gionists, the Spanish Inquisition, for example, did not consist simply in 
employing the civil arm to inflict the penalties they adjudged, but in ad- 
judging such penalties as affected the supposed misbeliever in his civil 
relations. What, ifinstead of entrusting the execution of their sentence 
to the civil officer, they had chosen to use the influence they possessed 
over the public mind to cause the victim to be put under the ban of society ; 
or had given him up to be torn in pieces on the spot by an incensed popu- 
lace? would this have made the proceeding less cruel orless unrighteous ? 
Now will any one pretend that the religionists in this country do not aim 
to injure their opponents in their civil relations ? denounce me as an 
enemy of truth ; call in question my sincerity, and impute my supposed 
errors to a corrupt heart; hold me up as a dangerous man in the 
community ; a man with whom it would be unsafe to associate from 
the contagion of my bad principles: make use of my religious opin- 
ions to prevent my political elevation, or represent them as a sufficient 
reason why I should not be entrusted with the education of youth. This 
is the course pursued by fanatics, and will any one pretend that this is 
not to attempt to injure me in my civil relations? Is it not to attempt to 
injure me in my standing and prospects in society? But my standing 
and prospects in society are as much my property, as a good citizen, as 
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my houses and lands ; and nothing therefore, will justify an attempt to 
injure me in one, which would not also justify an attempt to injure me 
in the other. Make it to be just to do what these fanatical religionists of- 
ten do in this country—make it to be just to sow dissention in my fam- 
ily, to injure me in the good opinion of my friends, and the community ; 
to subject me to any imputation whereby I may suffer either in my com- 
fort, business or character as a member of society ; make it to be just to 
do this on the strength of a mere opinion, which may be right or may 
be wrong, and there is nothing which the Spanish Inquisition ever did 
which was not just. I donot mean that the conduct of modern fanatics 
is equally revolting to humanity ; but it is equally irreconcilable with 
the principles of strict justice and religious liberty. It may, however, 
be said, that these are the abuses of their religion, or but the incidental 
effects of our separation from the church, or of what they havea nght 
to do, their dissolving our connexions with the church, which they cer 
tainly have. But these effects are not merely incidental. There are 
the abettors and promoters of these effects, and are responsible for them 
—and these effects are evidence to show that religion, so far from being 
a benefit, is an evilto mankind ; for it destroys more happiness than it 
produces. When it interrupts the confidence, of friendships, of families, 
and of business ; breaks through civil relations of some, to promote the 
selfish views of others, it can be no otherwise than an evil, which an all- 
wise and merciful father never could have sent and sanctioned ; much 
less have made necessary to gratify his revenge, malice, and lust, and 
finally terminate in the triumph of his great arch enemy, the omnipo- 
tent devil. 

As much of the wrong done men in their civil and social relations, 
follows neeessarily from the prevalence of this so called divine religion, 
consequently it may be fairly charged on religion itself. It is true, as 
liberal principles prevail, and the community become enlightened, the 
denunciations of these abettors of persecutions lose much of their effect. 
But we owe no thanks to those abettors for that ; and I speak of what 
they would gladly promote, and what would occur in a community such 
as they wish it tobe, and where those denunciations are generally res- 
pected ; and it is certainly no fault of theirs that they are not so respec- 
ted every where. Besides, if from any cause this religion had become 
almost a powerless instrument of injustice, it does not make it the less 
inexcusable to attempt to revive its engergies though the attempt should 
fail. 

Unquestionably, in almost every social act, a man has aright to choose 
his own companions ; but he has no right to do this on the declared as- 
sumption that his companions are honest men, and all the rest of the 
world knaves, and to be treated as knaves. For the same reason, a 
christain may have a right to choose his own companions, and worship 
with them ; but then he has no right to do this on the declared assump- 
tion that his companions are alone the favorites of heaven, and all who 
are not with them are against them, and consequently the enemy of God 
and society, deists, infidels, and liable to have every odium attached to 
him. These are the arbitrary assumptions which have laid the founda- 
tion of all the church usurpations ; of all those ecclesiastical encroach- 

















AERO. pageant eo ne 














Nets 


PRES 





THE CORRESPONDENT. 209 


ments on the people’s rights which have led to that mental slavely from 
which the world is just now emerging. It was these in which the 
church of Rome was pre-eminent, and by which she assumed that as- 
cendency from which it has taken so many years to emancipate degrad- 
ed human nature. It was these which produced those collisions, which, 
if we only recognize and respect in others the same rights which we as- 
sert for ourselves, would never take place. But if not content with ex- 
ercising the right of judging for themselves, any individual or number 
of individuals, assume the prerogative of judging for every one else, this 
produces a clashing, not, however, a clashing of rights, but the clashing 
of an arrogant and unfounded assumption on one of the best and dearest 
privileges of human nature—freedom ef thought. It is not a collision 
of rights, but a collision of wills ; and, in such a case, it does not follow 
because both parties cannot have their will, that one party has as gooda 
right to have it as the other. In such a case, that party only has a right 
to gratification, whose will is such that gratifying it will not interfere 
with the just claims of the other. Now, let the course recommended by 
liberal men be universally adopted, and I ask, on what right of the fa- 
natic would it infringe in the smallest degree, unless it be the right to do 
wrong, or the right of the strongest. 

But, if this system of fanaticism and exclusion were carried into full 
effect, how should we suffer from its practical tendencies. We need not 
again be reminded of the wars it has kindled, of the kingdoms it has rent, 
of the massacres it has instigated and countenanced, and of racks and 
faggots and dungeons, for we hope the day has gone by for the repetition 
of such outrages. But there are a thousand ways by which, in the pre- 
sent state of things, this divine religion may be made to disturb the peace 
and happiness of the community. Just so far as it prevails, it puts 
power into the hands of ordinary men, under various pretences and dis- 
guises, to foment disputes and divisions of the most malignant character. 
They can creep into your families and sow discord there. They can 
enter a village where all is harmony and good neighborhood, and, in 
the course of a few days raise there a_ spirit of censoriousness and evil 
judging, producing estrangement among old friends, and create miserable 
feuds which it will take years on years to allay. Let this religion pre- 
vail, and it puts into the hands of the mercenary and interested the 
means to disturb, if not break up, every village in the country. The 
consequence will be many will be torn and divided. Farther, will be 
added hypocracy, perjury, subornation, usurpation of authority, introduc- 
tion into the political struggles of the country, religious disputes, with all 
their baleful effects ; and, I believe, I may say it is the design and ob- 
ject of its professors to connect religion with politics, and to make a 
man’s political elevation to depend, not on his abilities, fidelity, and 
public services, but to his belonging to a particular party in the church, 
or on his willingness to prostitute his official influence in promoting the 
views of this party. And when the people find that men in public office 
throw aside all duty to the country, all patriotic feelings, all republican 
principles, to farther the views of those connected with religion, and in- 
stigated by clerical ambition, and to advance sectarian tenets to keep 
men in power who neglect their official duties, to cater for bible societies, 
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tract societies, and missionary societies ; can they place confidence in 
such men for legislators, for governors, and magistrates, to make their 
lawsand enforce them ? May the land be preserved from the train of evils 
that would follow the success of such combinations ; for then must come 
religious selections ; and religious parties, and such religious parties 
will be the order of the day—and then will come the order of the day, 
when the plea of conscience will be sufficient to justify every trick, every 
folly, every treason, and every vile action ; and, that all is fair in politics 
which advances the cause of God, the Saviour, and the good of souls 
will be considered as firmly established a rule as was that dogma that 
* all who are not for us are against us,” and which has caused the mas- 
sacre of so many who have held a neutral course, and so greatly strength- 
ened the hands of the church. 

I know it will be said, that these are occasional evils only, and are 
more than counterbalanced by the good influence of religion. But, I 
ask, what the good influences are? Has it aided the cause of truth ?— 
No—it has much oftener been employed to prop up the tottering throne 
of error ; and even when directed against error, error has arisen and 
made itself strong under the protection of the generous sympathies of 
men, excited against such unjust measures to put it down. Can that 
system promote truth which is founded almost solely upon error and 
falsehood? Can truth flourish under the protection of men who, by 
shutting out their opponents from courts of justice, unless they acknow- 
ledge a belief in their inhuman unhallowed doctrines, thus promote per- 
jury and falsehood ? Has it promoted in any way the interests of hu- 
manity ? How can this be done by those, who in a blind devotion to 
their own uncertain prejudices have sought to propagate them every 
where, though on the ruins of all that can make society peaceful, prospe- 
rous, and happy? Has religion made men more virtuous? No: it has 
roused and influenced, on all sides, passions that scorn the restraints of 
conscience, and men have sought to carry their objects in religion 
by means that would have disgraced a scramble for office in times of the 
highest political excitement ; by means that cannot but degrade the cha- 
racter of human nature in the mind of every man of good feelings and 
good sense. Can a religion which tramples on the best principles of our 
nature; and gives ample field to its fierce and angry passions to operate, 
farther the cause of morality and virtue ? What then has this christian 
religion produced 2? Evil, unexampled evil ; nothing but evil ; the only 
method of preventing which is by destroying the source and cause of its 
foundation. ‘To be sure, the rooting out of this cause and source will 
not destroy the bad passions of, or alter human nature, but it will destroy 
one of their strongest exciting causes of action: one which brings them 
into play much too often and too strongly. And when men shall pay 
such high reverence to truth, as to obey it themselves in word and ac- 
tion, so as to employ themselves in the promotion of the happiness of 
each other and of their fellow men, rather than the increase of misery, 
they will leave the senseless pursuit of visionary future existence, and 
approach much nearer a real and attainable good, by increasing their 
own happiness and perfection in that world where they know they are. 
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Progress of Liberal Opinions. Our accounts from Mr. Offen con- 
tinue to be highly favorable. In places where he scarcely calculated on 
meeting with more than one or two friends, he was agreeably disappoint- 
ed on finding that liberal principles had made extensive inroads, and 
that his presence and fearless avowal of the Truth, had encouraged the 
timid to declare themselves, who, otherwise, might have remained un- 
known and inactive. The fact is, the people of this country are much 
more advanced in knowledge than is generally imagined. Wherever 
mankind permit themselves to think (and there is not a more thinking 
people in the world than the Americans) they are sure te become inte- 
ligent. While under the influence of superstition, their minds are steel- 
ed against every species of useful information, and they remain all their 
lives the dupes of those who support themselves by imposition. No 
sooner, however, does Reason re-assume her empire, than the deception 
is apparent, and the struggle of the human mind to throw off its fetters, 
is unceasing until a complete triumph is obtained. As was the case in 
our efforts to destroy the political tyranny of a foreign country, courage 
and persevereance is required in the contest to overcome that which is 
still more detestable, because it arrogates the sanction of a supernatural 
agency. But as certain as success followed in the one case, it will fol- 
low in the other. It is not a struggle for wealth, or for power, in which 
we are now engaged. We are contending for that which alone can 
make life desirable—the complete emancipation of the human mind from 
bigotry and fanaticism. 

On leaving Hudson, Mr. Offen proceeded to Albany, but not thinking 
it advisable, at this time, to lecture in so priest-ridden a city, he went to 
Troy, where, with the consent of the public authorities, he delivered a 
lecture in the large public room over the North Market, before a nu- 
merous and highly respectable audience. After the lecture, a meeting of 
the friends of liberal principles was held in the same room, to learn from 
Mr. Offen more fully the objects contemplated by the £’ree Press Asso- 
ciation. 'This elicited on the part of those present, sentiments of the 
most friendly nature, and convinced Mr. O. (to use his own words) “that 
in Troy, one year will produce wonders.” Here, as at all the places 
where he had previously lectured, he experienced the utmost kindness 
and attention, and the most pressing invitations to pay them another 
visit on his return home. His next course was Schenectady, and thence 


to Utica. 
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Death of Mrs. Granger. This lady, whose husband was lately deni-. 


ed sepulchre by the Episcopal priest, Mathews, died on Wednesday 


morning at Bellville, and her remains have been interred m the same. 


field in which the body of her husband was deposited. A few days be- 


fore her decease, she was waited on by two Methodist preachers, who: 


said they had called for the purpose of conversing with her on the sub- 
ject of religion. She replied, that they had chosen a very improper 
time for this conversation. Had they visited her when she was in health, 
she would then have stood on fair ground with them. But, as it was, 
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the advantage was altogether on their side. However, she would in- 
form them that all discussion or conversation on religion was unnecessa- 
ty, as she had made up her mind on that subject at least ton oars ago. 
The ghostly visitors then proposed to “* pray to God for her ;’" to which 
Mrs. Granger promptly replied, that the proposal was presumptuous ; for 
if there was a God who concerned himself about the affairs of men, he 
knew best what was fit and proper for them without being reminded of 
it by prayers and supplications. Finding themselves battled in a way 
they did not anticipate, the intruders enquired for Mrs. Granger's sons, 
and being told that they were not at home, they left the house. } 


Extract of a letter, from Philadelphia, dated, Oct. 6, 1828. 

‘The people here are fast relinquishing their old religious prejudices 
and enquiring after trath and knowledge. Liberal publications begin to sell 
well. Many enquiries have been made for different anti-religious works ; 
any of which will sell, and an extensive business in that line may be anne 
in this city, in a very short time. The boys here have formed a Phito- 
sophical society, to instruct themselves in useful knowledge. They are 
collecting books for a library, among which Exce Homo, Paines Age of 
Reason, Volney’s Ruins, &c. were not the last to appear, nor the least 
attended to. !A well known artificer is finishing a first rate philosophical 
apparatus for theiruse. By his instructions they-will in a short time, no 
doubt, make good use of it. This example will be followed not only by 
the youths in large cities but in every country village throughout the 
Union. ” 
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quested to accept of the Agency of the Correspondent. Three volumes are now 
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The following works are sold at the Office of the Correspondent. 

Eccg Homo; or a Critical Inquiry into the History of Jesus of Nazareth, 12mo. bds. 
75 cents—bound and gilt, $1. : 

Voiney’s Ruins or Empires ; with the Law or Nature; a new translation, with 
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Free Press Association.—The meetings of the Association are now held in the 
Temple of Science, (formerly the Bethel Academy) Elizabeth-Street, between Hous- 
ton and Bleecker-streets. A Tuxoroaicat lecture will be delivered on Sunday, (to- 
morrow) the 12th inst, at 3 o'clock, afternoon. 
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